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Open Peer Review has been tested and in trial for nearly a decade and studied long before that. With
the emphasis of our program on applications in the Library & Information Science literature, one can’t
be remiss and see how other disciplines treat open peer review and what they have learned from it.
With scholarly communications continuing to evolve and the open access movement expanding, with
scholars around the globe working remotely and collaboratively it is essential to see the potential for
open peer review, greater transparency and new editorial and submission processes in academic and
scholarly publishing. This limited bibliography highlights common themes and provides a recap of the
most recent output on common themes.
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